
II. DISCUSSION OF TRIBAL CONCERNS REGARDING THE ALL Hs PAPER AND RELATED
ACTIVITIES.
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HYDRO DISCUSSION
Discussion on federal decisions relating to additional draw down from GCD and flood
control policy-including incentive for tribes to support BiOp. 3
USACE capital expen itures.
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Immediate (Tribal) needs.
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HABITAT DISCUSSION
1. Federal actions and cumulative impacts on upriver resources. '
2. Discussion of federal government commitment to implement, and monitor, requirements

associated in ALL H Paper and related documents/plans. '
Policy of federal government to restore anadromous fish to Blocked Areas and Okanogan
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River System. ^0
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G. S. Sims, Tribal Liaison

	

Protected Resources Division
National Marine Fisheries Service
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Date: March 20, 2000

Potential Agenda/Discussion Items
Tribal-Federal Government-to-Government Consultation on ALL H Paper

March 24, 2000, 9:30 a.m.

The following is a revision of the draft agenda. Revisions were based on today's telephone conference
call. Call participants included: Joe Peone, Sue Ireland, Howard Funke, Alex Smith, Scott Aikin, John
Dooley, Richard Hanes, Gordon Haugen, Bob Shank, Darrell Eastman, Philip Key, and G. S. Sims.

I. OPENING and BLESSING truce, Wy^n4,/
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\LSpokane, Washington - Ridpath Hotel, 515 West Sprague Avenue, (509) 838-271 1

C. HATCHERIES DISCUSSION
1. Mitigation/Conservation`
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2. Augmentation
3. Conservation-Spring Chinook
4. Immediate (Tribal) needs.

Includes conducting thorough analyses of impacts on upriver resources for All Hs.

2 Includes discussion of coordination with all land ownerships: state, federal, local, tribal governments and private
ownerships.

What can be done regarding "var-Q," shifting flood control burden to GCD, flood control rules. Tribes want to
discuss how US intends to work collaboratively with tribes rather than unilateral determinations without consultation.

a Discussion on the apparent federal move from mitigation to conservation hatcheries and implications for resident
fisheries.
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G. S. Sims, Tribal Liaison

	

Protected Resources Division
National Marine Fisheries Service
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Date: March 20, 2000

5. "Other"

D. HARVEST DISCUSSION
1. Harvest allocation for upriver tribes.
2. Summer-Fall Chinook
3. Immediate (Tribal) needs
4. "Other"

III. DISCUSSION ON OVERARCHING ISSUES 5
A. Trust Responsibilities-treaty vs. executive order6
B. Water Quality
C. Cultural Resources and Values
D. Direct Fish and Wildlife Funds
E. Fed Agencies and NPPC Processes. '

IV. FUTURE MEETING DATE and LOCATION

5May move this to Level II

6How are action agencies plan to integrate management and conservation needs.

7 Includes implementation of fish and wildlife program, intergovernmental collaboration, and response to trust
responsibility.
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